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Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 
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- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 1 33). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1 )^ Responsive to communication(s) filed on 29 September 2000 . 
2a)Q This action is FINAL. 2b)^ This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quay/e, 1935 CD. 11 , 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) ^ Claim(s) 1-51 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) E3 Claim(s) 1-51 is/are rejected. 

7) 0 Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

£))□ The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10)Q The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)D accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 

Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
1 1 )□ The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-1 52. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

12)D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(a)-(d) or (f). 
a)D All b)D Some * c)D None of: 

1 0 Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2.D Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 



3.D Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 
application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 
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Claims 1-51 have been examined. 

Claim Rejections - 35 (JSC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1-32 and 47-51 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Copeland et aL, U.S. Patent No. 5,946,694 in view of Underwood et al., U.S. Patent No. 
5,873,066. 

3. As per claim 1 , Copeland teaches a carrier medium comprising program instructions for 
amending one or more conditions of an insurance contract, wherein the program instructions 
are computer executable to implement a method of: identifying an inheritable class of objects to 
represent the one or more conditions of an insurance contract (see column 6, lines 6-12), 
wherein the insurance contract is represented by an insurance contract object (see column 6, 
lines 11-12), wherein the insurance contract object is a parent of a section object (see column 6, 
lines 33-36 and Figure 3, note that Examiner is relying on the "mixin object" for the recited 
"section object"); creating an instance of the inheritable class of objects to identify a condition 
object, wherein the condition object is a child of the section object (see Figure 3, note that 
Examiner is relying on the "data object" for the recited "condition object"); configuring properties 
and methods of the condition object consistent with the insurance contract to define an 
amended insurance contract (see column 7, lines 1-11). 

4. While Copeland describes an example of applying the object oriented method to 
insurance policies, the reference does not explicitly teach applying the method of reinsurance 
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contracts. Underwood teaches a computer implemented method for amending one or more 
conditions of a reinsurance contract (see column 6, lines 41-46). It would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art of reinsurance at the time of the invention to expand the 
applications of Copeland to incorporate reinsurance capabilities. One of ordinary skill in the art 
would have been motivated to apply the method of Copeland to reinsurance for the purpose of 
enhancing customer preferences by incorporating a larger variety of insurance products. 

5. As per claim 2, Copeland in view of Underwood teach the method of claim 1 as 
described above. Copeland further teaches the condition object is amended in context of the 
section object (see column 1 1 , lines 2-4). 

6. As per claim 3, Copeland in view of Underwood teach the method of claim 1 as 
described above. Copeland further teaches the condition object is connected to other section 
objects, wherein the condition object inherits properties from the connected other section 
objects (see column 9, lines 44-59). 

7. As per claim 4, Copeland in view of Underwood teach the method of claim 1 as 
described above. Copeland further teaches the inheritable objects comprises a protection class 
(see column 6, lines 43-47). 

8. As per claim 5, Copeland in view of Underwood teach the method of claim 1 as 
described above. Copeland further teaches the class of inheritable objects comprises a section 
classification class (see column 5, lines 3-20). 

9. As per claim 6, Copeland in view of Underwood teach the method of claim 1 as 
described above. Copeland further teaches the condition object describes a premium limit 
condition (see column 6, lines 15-19). 

10. As per claim 7 t Copeland in view of Underwood teach the method of claim 1 as 
described above. Copeland does not explicitly teach the condition object describes a share 
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percentage condition. Underwood teaches that a condition of the reinsurance contract is a 
share percentage (see Figure 13). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art 
of reinsurance at the time of the invention to expand the applications of Copeland to incorporate 
reinsurance capabilities for the reasons given above with respect to claim 1. 

11. As per claim 8, Copeland in view of Underwood teach the method of claim 1 as 
described above. Copeland further teaches the condition object describes a deduction 
condition (see column 6, lines 15-19). 

12. As per claim 9, Copeland in view of Underwood teach the method of claim 1 as 
described above. Copeland further teaches identifying a new condition of the inheritable object 
class, wherein the one or more conditions excludes the new condition (see column 9, lines 60- 
67); identifying a new subclass of objects to the insurance contract class of objects (see column 
7, lines 28-38); creating a new component object by instantiating the new subclass of objects, 
wherein the new component object is a child object to the insurance contract object (see column 
7, lines 39-49). 

13. As per claim 10, Copeland in view of Underwood teach the method of claim 4 as 
described above. Copeland further teaches the protection class comprises a proportional 
protection assignment subclass or a non-proportional protection assignment subclass (see 
column 6, liens 43-47). 

14. As per claim 1 1 , Copeland in view of Underwood teach the method of claim 5 as 
described above. Copeland further teaches the section classification class comprises 
properties, wherein the properties describe a country, a main class of business and a class of 
business associated with the section classification class (see column 5, lines 44-51). 
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15. As per claim 12, Copeland in view of Underwood teach the method of claim 1 as 
described above. Copeland further teaches storing the one amended insurance contract in 
memory (see column 9, lines 23-43). 

16. As per claim 13, Copeland in view of Underwood teach the method of claim 1 as 
described above. Copeland further teaches the carrier medium comprises a memory medium 
(see column 9, lines 23-43). 

17. As per claim 14, Copeland in view of Underwood teach the method of claim 1 as 
described above. Copeland further teaches the carrier medium comprises a transmission 
medium (see column 9, lines 11-22). 

18. Claims 15-26 contain substantially similar limitations to claims 1-14 and, as such, are 
rejected for similar reasons as given above. 

19. As per claim 27, Copeland teaches a system for insurance transaction processing, 
comprising: an insurance contract framework (see column 4, lines 55-64); a multi-dimensional 
insurance contract framework (see column 4, lines 55-64); a condition component framework 
(see column 4, liens 55-64); an insurance contract object derived from the insurance contract 
framework (see column 6, lines 6-12); one or more insured period objects derived from the 
multi-dimensional insurance contract framework, wherein each insured period object is a child of 
the insurance contract object (see column 6, lines 12-19); one or more life cycle phase objects 
derived from the multi-dimensional insurance contract framework, wherein each life cycle phase 
object is a child of one of the insured period objects (see column 8, lines 5-12); one or more 
amendment objects derived from the multi-dimensional reinsurance contract framework, 
wherein each amendment object is a child of one of the life cycle phase objects (see column 7, 
lines 3-6); one or more section objects derived from the multi-dimensional insurance contract 
framework, wherein at least one section object is a child of one of the life cycle phase objects 
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(see column 6, lines 33-42); one or more condition objects derived from the condition 
component framework, wherein at least one condition object is a child of one of the section 
objects (see column 6, lines 12-19); and wherein the one or more condition objects are 
configurable for the insurance transaction processing (see column 6, lines 12-19). 

20. While Copeland describes an example of applying the object oriented method to 
insurance policies, the reference does not explicitly teach applying the method of reinsurance 
contracts. Underwood teaches a computer implemented method for amending one or more 
conditions of a reinsurance contract (see column 6, lines 41-46). It would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art of reinsurance at the time of the invention to expand the 
applications of Copeland to incorporate reinsurance capabilities. One of ordinary skill in the art 
would have been motivated to apply the method of Copeland to reinsurance for the purpose of 
enhancing customer preferences by incorporating a larger variety of insurance products. 

21 . As per claim 28, Copeland in view of Underwood teach the system of claim 27 as 
described above. Copeland further teaches a computer system to execute the reinsurance 
contract framework, the multi-dimensional reinsurance contract framework and the condition 
component framework (see column 8, lines 22-38). 

22. As per claim 29, Copeland in view of Underwood teach the system of claim 28 as 
described above. Copeland further teaches the computer system comprises a display device 
coupled to the computer system to display data (see column 8, lines 22-38). 

23. As per claim 30, Copeland in view of Underwood teach the system of claim 29 as 
described above. Copeland further teaches the display device is a display screen (see column 
8, lines 22-38). 
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24. As per claim 31 , Copeland in view of Underwood teach the system of claim 28 as 
described above, wherein the computer system comprises a user input device coupled to the 
computer system to enter data (see column 8, lines 22-38). 

25. As per claim 32, Copeland in view of Underwood teach the system of claim 31 as 
described above, wherein the user input device is a mouse or a keyboard (see column 8, lines 
22-38). 

26. Claim 47 contains substantially similar system limitations to method claim 1 and, as 
such, is rejected for similar reasons as given above. 

27. As per claim 48, Copeland in view of Underwood teach the system of claim 47 as 
described above. Copeland further teaches the computer system comprises a display device 
coupled to the computer system to display data (see column 9, lines 11-13). 

28. As per claim 49, Copeland in view of Underwood teach the system of claim 48 as 
described above. Copeland further teaches the display device is a display screen (see column 
8, lines 22-38). 

29. As per claim 50, Copeland in view of Underwood teach the system of claim 47 as 
described above. Copeland further teaches the computer system comprises a user input device 
coupled to the computer system to enter data (see column 8, lines 22-38). 

30. As per claim 51 , Copeland in view of Underwood teach the system of claim 50 as 
described above. Copeland further teaches the user input device is a mouse or a keyboard 
(see column 8, liens 22-38). 

31. Claims 33-46 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Underwood et al., U.S. Patent No. 5,873,066 in view of Copeland et al., U.S. Patent No. 
5,946,694. 
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32. As per claim 33, Underwood teaches a carrier medium comprising program instructions 
for a graphical user interface, wherein the program instructions are computer-executable to 
implement a method of displaying a first window comprising one or more window panels and a 
navigational tool, wherein the navigation tool comprises one or more tool panels, wherein each 
of the one or more tool panels or each of the one or more window panels comprises one or 
more interface items for receiving user inputs, wherein the one or more window panels and the 
one or more tool panels display data associated with one or more properties and one or more 
methods of a reinsurance contract (see column 6, lines 25-37); receiving a selection for a first 
interface item (see column 6, lines 25-37); displaying a second window in response to receiving 
the selection for the first interface item, wherein the second window comprises one or more 
second window panels and the navigational tool, wherein the second window panels and the 
one or more tool panels display data consistent with receiving the selection for the first interface 
item (see column 6, lines 38-46); receiving a selection for a second interface item to return to 
the first window (see Figure 13, note, in particular, the "Document" tab to return to the previous 
window); and wherein a hierarchy of windows comprises the first and second window and 
wherein the hierarchy of windows provides the graphical user interface to process a reinsurance 
business transaction (see Figures 12 and 13). 

33. Underwood does not explicitly teach utilizing an object oriented system to process the 
reinsurance transactions. However, Copeland teaches an object oriented software system to 
process insurance business transactions (see column 6, lines 6-19). It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to utilize the object oriented 
system of Copeland in conjunction with the graphical interface system of Underwood. One of 
ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to incorporate the functionality of Copeland 
for the purpose of providing a more efficient model for processing reinsurance transactions 
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without requiring extensive reworking of the business logic already used in Underwood (see 
column 2, lines 42-50 of Copeland). 

34. As per claim 34, Underwood in view of Copeland teach the method of claim 33 as 
described above. Underwood further teaches the first interface item is an icon (see Figure 12). 

35. As per claim 35, Underwood in view of Copeland teach the method of claim 33 as 
described above. Underwood further teaches the first interface item is a button (see Figure 12). 

36. As per claim 36, Underwood in view of Copeland teach the method of claim 33 as 
described above. Underwood further teaches the reinsurance contract object system is 
configurable to process the reinsurance business transaction (see column 6, lines 38-46). 
Underwood does not explicitly teach utilizing an object oriented system to process the 
reinsurance transactions. However, Copeland teaches an object oriented software system to 
process insurance business transactions (see column 6, lines 6-19). It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to utilize the object oriented 
system of Copeland in conjunction with the graphical interface system of Underwood for the 
reasons given above with respect to claim 33. 

37. As per claim 37 Underwood in view of Copeland teach the method of claim 33 as 
described above. Underwood further teaches the reinsurance business transaction is a 
reinsurance contract transaction (see column 6, lines 38-46). 

38. As per claim 38, Underwood in view of Copeland teach the method of claim 33 as 
described above. Underwood further teaches the reinsurance contract comprises one or more 
insured periods, wherein each insured period identifies a particular time period during which a 
particular reinsurance contract remains in effect (see Figure 7). Underwood does not explicitly 
teach utilizing an object oriented system to process the reinsurance transactions. However, 
Copeland teaches an object oriented software system to process insurance business 
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transactions including one or more insured period objects, wherein each insured period object 
identifies a particular time period during which a particular insurance contract remains in effect 
(see column 6, lines 1 1-19). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention to utilize the object oriented system of Copeland in conjunction with the 
graphical interface system of Underwood for the reasons given above with respect to claim 33. 

39. As per claim 39, Underwood in view of Copeland teach the method of claim 38 as 
described above. Underwood does not explicitly teach that each insured period object 
comprises one or more life cycle phase objects, wherein each life cycle phase object identifies a 
particular phase in a life cycle of the particular reinsurance contract during the particular time 
period. Copeland teaches such a life cycle phase object feature (see column 8, lines 5-21). It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to utilize 
the object oriented system of Copeland in conjunction with the graphical interface system of 
Underwood for the reasons given above with respect to claim 33. 

40. As per claim 40, Underwood in view of Copeland teach the method of claim 39 as 
described above. Underwood does not explicitly teach that each life cycle phase object 
comprises one or more section objects, wherein the one or more section objects are arranged in 
a hierarchy starting with a main section, wherein each section object comprises children section 
objects. Copeland teaches that each life cycle phase object comprises one or more section 
objects, wherein the one or more section objects are arranged in a hierarchy starting with a 
main section, wherein each section object comprises children section objects (see column 6, 
lines 33-42). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to utilize the object oriented system of Copeland in conjunction with the graphical 
interface system of Underwood for the reasons given above with respect to claim 33. 
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41 . As per claim 41 , Underwood in view of Copeland teach the method of claim 39 as 
described above. Underwood does not explicitly teach that each life cycle phase object 
comprises one or more amendment objects, wherein the one or more amendment objects are 
operable to amend one or more condition objects, wherein the one or more amendment objects 
are shared amongst the one or more life cycle phase objects within the particular time period. 
Copeland teaches each life cycle phase object comprises one or more amendment objects, 
wherein the one or more amendment objects are operable to amend one or more condition 
objects, wherein the one or more amendment objects are shared amongst the one or more life 
cycle phase objects within the particular time period (see column 3, lines 4-8). It would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to utilize the object 
oriented system of Copeland in conjunction with the graphical interface system of Underwood 
for the reasons given above with respect to claim 33. 

42. As per claim 42, Underwood in view of Copeland teach the method of claim 40 as 
described above. Underwood does not explicitly teach that each of the one or more section 
objects comprises one or more inheritable objects, wherein each inheritable object is owned by 
a section object, wherein each inheritable object is operable to inherit or share a method or a 
property from another section object (see column 6, lines 43-60). It would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to utilize the object oriented system of 
Copeland in conjunction with the graphical interface system of Underwood for the reasons given 
above with respect to claim 33. 

43. As per claim 43, Underwood in view of Copeland teach the method of claim 33 as 
described above. Underwood further teaches the one or more window panels and the 
navigational tool are tiled together (see Figures 12 and 13). 
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44. As per claim 44, Underwood in view of Copeland teach the method of claim 33 as 
described above. Underwood further teaches the one or more window panels and the 
navigational tool are non-overlapping (see Figures 12 and 13). 

45. As per claim 45, Underwood in view of Copeland teach the method of claim 33 as 
described above. Underwood further teaches the one or more window panels are user 
configurable for their size and their shape (see Figures 12 and 13). 

46. As per claim 46, Underwood in view of Copeland teach the method of claim 33 as 
described above. Underwood further teaches executing a program to select the second window 
for display by using the received selection for the first interface item as an input (see column 6, 
lines 38-46); and accessing a database to retrieve the data associated with the second window 
(see column 6, lines 47-67). 

Conclusion 

47. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 

• Erlanger teaches a data processing system for matching insurers with reinsurers. 

48. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 
should be directed to Luke Gilligan whose telephone number is (703) 308-6104. The examiner 
can normally be reached on Monday-Friday 8am-5:30pm. 

49. If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Joseph Thomas can be reached on (703) 305-9588. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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50. Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private 
PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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